In this communication, the author defines ecopracticology as a legitimate field of scholarly inquiry, discusses its theoretical independence and interdependence, introduces Socio-Ecological Practice Research (SEPR) as its home journal, and pays tribute to those who contributed to the field's development. In compliance with journal's requirements for the article type Communication, presentations are concise; footnotes are used as needed to compensate brevity. (Steiner 2004, p. 142). A good theory also has practical usefulness, in that it "provides ways of seeing how and why practices do or do not work in particular ways; it offers a critical distance that helps surface unexamined assumptions and places activities in perspective; it provides a basis for an evaluative framework…" (Innes and Booher 2018, p. 17). 3 The word ecopracticology first appeared in a presentation the author gave on July 2, 2018, in Guiling University of Technology, Guiling, China. It was presented as an English translation of a Chinese term the author coined and used for the first time in public. 生态 实践学 [shēng tài shí jiàn xué] is a tripartite compound of 生态 (ecological), 实践 (practice) and 学 (study, knowledge), and means literally "the study and knowledge of ecological practice." Ecopracticology is coined under the same rubric, and comprises eco (ecological), practice (intentional human action) and ology (a systematic inquiry and the knowledge so obtained). Aware of this etymology, many would be delighted that the term is not derived from an insertion of practice in ecology-in between eco and logy. Among them would be the late Norwegian ecological philosopher Arne Naess who contended 30 years ago that "[e]co-science (ecology) is not enough" for effective socio-ecological practice (Naess 1989, p. 185)-if he knew, of course.
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Department of Geography and Earth Sciences, University of North Carolina at Charlotte, Charlotte, NC 28223, USA 1 A scholar-practitioner is a scholar who is ''dedicated to generating new knowledge that is useful to practitioners.'' (Ed Schein, cited in Wasserman and Kram 2009, p. 12) Xiang (2017 Xiang ( , p. 2241 ) extended the range of beneficiaries to include fellow scholars. 2 According to American planning scholar-practitioners Judy Innes and David Booher, a good theory "has truth because it accounts for the evidence in a way that rings true. It has beauty because of its ultimate simplicity and because it reveals what has not been seen before. It has fertility because the ideas open up new lines of inquiry." (Innes and Booher 2018, p. 18) Further, ''[n] othing is as practical as a good theory'' (Steiner 2004, p. 142) . A good theory also has practical usefulness, in that it "provides ways of seeing how and why practices do or do not work in particular ways; it offers a critical distance that helps surface unexamined assumptions and places activities in perspective; it provides a basis for an evaluative framework…" (Innes and Booher 2018, p. 17) . 3 The word ecopracticology first appeared in a presentation the author gave on July 2, 2018, in Guiling University of Technology, Guiling, China. It was presented as an English translation of a Chinese term the author coined and used for the first time in public. 生态 实践学 [shēng tài shí jiàn xué] is a tripartite compound of 生态 (ecological), 实践 (practice) and 学 (study, knowledge), and means literally "the study and knowledge of ecological practice." Ecopracticology is coined under the same rubric, and comprises eco (ecological), practice (intentional human action) and ology (a systematic inquiry and the knowledge so obtained). Aware of this etymology, many would be delighted that the term is not derived from an insertion of practice in ecology-in between eco and logy. Among them would be the late Norwegian ecological philosopher Arne Naess who contended 30 years ago that "[e]co-science (ecology) is not enough" for effective socio-ecological practice (Naess 1989, p. 185 )-if he knew, of course.
To those scholar-practitioners 1 who had done extraordinary research on socio-ecological practice of realworld practitioners that led to theories of truth, beauty, fertility, and usefulness. 
Definition
Ecopracticology is the study of socio-ecological practice and the ensuing body of knowledge.
3 Its status as an independent field of scholarly inquiry comes from its (1) designation of socio-ecological practice as the object of study, (2) commitment to generating a body of knowledge about socioecological practice, and (3) pragmatic way of knowing.
Object of study
Socio-ecological practice is the human action and social process that take place in specific socio-ecological context to bring about a secure, harmonious, and sustainable socio-ecological condition serving human beings' need for survival, development, and flourishing. It is the most fundamental and arguably primordial social practice Homo sapiens has been involuntarily engaging in over thousands of years of co-evolution with nature. Socio-ecological practice includes six distinct yet intertwining classes of human action and social process-planning, design, construction, restoration, conservation, and management.
From a systems theory perspective, socio-ecological practice is an independent social system that is connected to the world around it. On the one hand, socio-ecological practice is a system of systems. It has its own identity, defining characteristics, peculiar modi operandi, and distinct knowledge domain. These properties are rooted in the corresponding properties of its six component systems abovementioned, but not a simple summation of them. On the other hand, socio-ecological practice is a system among systems. Besides natural systems, it is also interconnected with other social systems in the human society-politics, governance, economy, culture, science, and technology, to list but a few. This association is indispensable to its own advancement as well as to the evolution of natural systems and the development of other social systems.
As such, socio-ecological practitioners, people who are engaged in socio-ecological practice, such as planners, designers, engineers, conservation activists, forest rangers, community advocates, environmental lobbyist, land managers, and municipal administrators, must simultaneously deal with two distinct yet interweaving sets of relationships-the human-nature (ecological) relationship, and the human-human (social-economic-politicalcultural-…) relationship. In doing so, practitioners find themselves trapped involuntarily but inevitably in the messy swamps of original flaw and wickedness, 4 and have to muddle through prudently by way of trial and error and evolutionary tinkering. 5
Body of knowledge
Taking socio-ecological practice as the object of study, ecopracticology aims to create a body of knowledge that covers, but is not limited to, the following subjects: 6 1. how socio-ecological practice operates both as a system of systems and as a system among systems, and how it advances over time; 2. how and why socio-ecological practitioners do what they do in the face of the original flaw and wickedness, what logic of practice they follow, 7 and what knowledge they use; 6 As any attempt to develop a list of subjects in a transdisciplinary field such as ecopracticology is inevitably idiosyncratic and partial, this initial list is admittedly modest and incomplete. It can and will be expanded as the field further progresses. 7 The logic of socio-ecological practice is an "institutional logic" that, according to American organizational theorists Patricia Thornton and William Ocasio, is "socially constructed, historical pattern of material practices, assumptions, values, beliefs, and rules by which individuals produce and reproduce their material subsistence, organize time and space, and provide meaning to their social reality." (Thornton and Ocasio 1999, p. 804) It provides "the formal and informal rules of action, interaction, and interpretation that guide and constrain decision makers (or practitioners in general-the author) in accomplishing the organization's tasks and in obtaining social status, credits, penalties, and rewards in the process." (Ibid.) Like its counterparts in other kinds of social practices, the logic of socio-ecological practice cannot be extrapolated from the logic of science simply because " [p] ractice has a logic which is not that of the logician." (Bourdieu 1990, p. 86) Nor can it be derived from those of other kinds of social practices because "unlike in other kinds of social practices, such as medicine, education, mechanical engineering, and law, where practitioners primarily deal with human affairs in the context of socio-ecological systems, practitioners in (socio-)ecological practice concern themselves primarily and explicitly with the relationship between human and nature on top of social relationships." [Xiang 2016, p. 55; (socio-) added by the author]. 4 Original flaw is an innate characteristic of human actions and science (Taleb 2012, p. 349; Xiang 2018b, pp. 269-270) . American essayist Nassim Nicholas Taleb describes this daunting reality eloquently, "Just as there is a dichotomy in law: innocent until proven guilty as opposed to guilty until proven innocent… (in the humannature relationship-the author) what Mother Nature does is rigorous until proven otherwise; what humans and science do is flawed until proven otherwise." (Taleb 2012, p. 349) The original flaw of socio-ecological practice is an expression of what some scholars call "a unilateral dominance of nature's irrational and opaque logic" or "the ecological determinism of nature" that has always existed in the human-nature relationship (Xiang 2018b, p. 269 Wang (2010, p. 325) .
Wickedness refers to the ubiquity of wicked problems in any context of socio-ecological practice (Xiang 2013 (Xiang , p. 2, 2016 . Wicked problems are a class of intractable and often unsolvable issues pertaining to the human-human relationship, whether it is by nature social, economic, political, or cultural. They may also be triggered by issues in the human-nature arena. Collectively identified and articulated by American planning scholars Horst Rittel, Melvin Webber, and West Churchman in the 1960 s and 1970 s (Churchman 1967; Rittel and Webber 1973 ; for recent reviews, see Coyne 2005; Xiang 2013 ), wicked problems are widely recognized to be present in almost all pressing issue areas that matter to the human society today, especially those that are directly related to socio-ecological practice (Xiang 2013) . 5 This perspective on social practice progression is shared by, among scholars of various intellectual traditions, leading pragmatic thinkers (e.g., Jane Addams, West Churchman, John Dewey, William James, Tse-Tung Mao, Horst Rittel, Nicholas Rescher, Richard Rorty, Charles Sanders Peirce, Nassim Nicholas Taleb, and Melvin Webber) [see Innes and Booher 2018, pp. 27-28; Mao 1937, pp. 296-297; Melles 2008, pp. 96-97; Van de Ven 2007, pp. 54-58] . For the nuance between the process of trial and error and that of tinkering, see Taleb (2012, pp. 181-182) ; for epitomes of "evolutionary tinkering" (Ibid., p. 217) in various classes of social practice, including socio-ecological practice, see Innes and Boher (2016, p. 9) and Taleb (2012, pp. 212-238) ; for a succinct introduction of the 2300-year old Dujiangyan irrigation system in Sichuan, China that exemplifies evolutionary tinkering in socio-ecological practice, see Xiang (2014). 3. why some socio-ecological practices worked and worked well, while others did not; 8 what role practitioners' leadership played in these instances, why some practitioners at leadership level performed well, while others did not; 9 4. in the exemplary instances of socio-ecological practice that provide lasting benefits, how exactly ecophronetic practitioners (i.e., practitioners of ecological practical wisdom) worked in Edison's quadrant to figure out the right way to do the right thing, and acted well upon it; 10 5. in the exemplary cases of socio-ecological practice research that have lasting, positive impacts, how ecophronetic scholar-practitioners (i.e., scholar-practitioners of ecological practical wisdom) worked in Pasteur's quadrant to create the type of knowledge that is useful to practitioners and enlightening to fellow scholars.
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To be sure, the body of ecopracticological knowledge is "grounded in particulars" (Weick 1999, p. 138) , and drawing primarily, but not entirely, on exemplars of "good and bad examples" (McKelvey 2006, p. 827) . As such, theories in ecopracticology are by nature theories of particularity about "extremes,"
12 not theories of generality about "averages" (Ibid., p. 828). 13 The latter kind is nevertheless embraced equally in ecopracticology as it may complement the former in creating a body of knowledge that "can make much more explicit what it is that (socio-ecological-the author) practice is really about." (de Neufville 1983, p. 35 ; italic added by the author)
Way of knowing
The quest for ecopracticological knowledge is pursued through socio-ecological practice research-the finegrained, evidence-based research on socio-ecological 8 American organizational behavior scholar Jeffrey Pfeffer elaborates the rationale for research of this kind eloquently. "Because knowing what doesn't work is often as important as knowing what does," human inquiry and learning necessarily include both, and such a symmetry of knowledge should be documented through scholarly research and publications (Pfeffer 2007 (Pfeffer , p. 1338 . By worked well, it is meant worked ethically-more discussions are provided in the next subsection under strategy 3 and in footnote 18. 9 The critical importance of leadership to organizational success in practice is "an empirical finding, not an ideological one" (Collins 2001, p. 22) . The exemplars of successful socio-ecological practice, such as the Dujiangyan irrigation system (Xiang 2014) , the Woodlands (McHarg 1996, pp. 256-264; Yang 2018) , and the Red Flag Canal (Wang and Sang 1995) , are all vivid expressions of strong practitioners' leadership. However, socio-ecological practitioners' leadership has rarely, if ever, been a topic of scholarly inquiry. This missing link requests attention. For a succinct review of leadership theories, especially on the evolution from traditional "charismatic," "mythic," "heroic," and "visionary" leadership to "emergent," "distributed," and "complexity leadership," see McKelvey (2010, pp. 4-8) . 10 The adjective ecophronetic is from ecophronesis (ecological practical wisdom), a term coined and defined by Xiang (2016) and further expanded by Austin (2018) ; for ecophronesis' genesis within the context of ecological wisdom conception, see Xiang (2019) ; for the relevance of ecophronesis to socio-ecological practice and practice research, see Jim (2018) , Steiner (2018) , and Wang (2018). Edison's quadrant is one of the four research quadrants in the Schön-Stokes model of research in socio-ecological systems; others are Pasteur's, Bohr's, and Johnson's quadrants (see Xiang 2017 Xiang , pp. 2242 Xiang -2245 . 11 A piece of knowledge is useful to practitioners if and only if it is directly relevant, immediately actionable, and foreseeably efficacious (Xiang 2018a, this issue) . For the definition of scholar-practitioners, see footnote 1. Innes and Booher (2016, 2018) , Jim (2017 ), Liao et al. (2016 ), Yang (2018 , Yang and Young (2019), and Zhang et al. (2016) , among others. 13 Generality, parsimony, consilience, and predictiveness, according to American biologist E.O. Wilson, are four qualities natural and physical scientists look for in theories (Wilson 1998, p. 198) . Under the premise that "the greater the range of phenomena covered (by a theory-the author), the more likely it (the theory-the author) is to be true," a theory of generality is one that "works exactly for all."(Ibid.) However, it is moot whether social science theories should be modeled on natural and physical science theories, and if the qualities of generality and predictiveness should be sought in social sciences (e.g., Flyvbjerg 2001; Flyvbjerg et al. 2012; Schram 2012) . Bill McKelvey calls theories of generality theories "about averages" on the observation that they are mostly developed "with large samples, Gaussian statistics, findings reduced to averages, and confidence intervals for statistical significance based on finite variance." (McKelvey 2006, p. 827) For an in-depth comparison between theories about "averages" and those about "extremes" and a review of their intellectual roots in the Western tradition, see Flyvbjerg (2001, pp. 66-87 ); for reviews on major schools of epistemological thoughts in sciences, see Aitken and Valentine (2015) and Van de Ven (2007, pp. 36-70 Forester (1999; , Innes (1995 Innes ( , 2017 ; also Innes and Booher 2015 , 2016 , and Weick (1999) . It is in stark contrast to the focus of much applied basic research conducted in Bohr's quadrant (see Xiang 2017 Xiang , pp. 2242 Xiang -2244 . As American geographer and planning scholar Wei-Ning Xiang observed (2017, p. 2244), "for the purpose of demonstrating the utility of theories … they (scholars of applied basic research who worked in Bohr's quadrant-the author) were often left no choice but formulating and using imaginative practitioners who are in speculative (knowledge-the author) needs within an artificialized context …" Churchman (1967, pp. B-141-B142) and Schön (2001, p. 188, pp. 191-193) made similar observations. 15 These strategies draw primarily on the works by Bryant (2017), Forester (1999, in particular, pp. ix-xiii, pp. 2-15), Innes and Booher (2016, in particular, pp. 9-10), Mao (1937) , Sandberg and Tsoukas (2011) , Van de Ven (2007, in particular, pp. 6-14) , Weick (1999, in particular, pp. 138-139) , and Yin (2014) . For a comparative review of pragmatism and other major schools of epistemological thoughts, see Van de Ven (2007, pp. 38-62) ; for reviews of pragmatism in planning and design, see Innes and Booher (2018, pp. 27-28) and Melles (2008) ; for pragmatism in sustainability science, see Moore (2010, pp. 3-12) . 16 Instead of an object of study, socio-ecological practice and each of its six components (planning, design, construction, restoration, conservation, and management) have long been treated as an experiment field or demonstration site of scientific principles and technological advancement (Buchanan 1992, p. 19; Innes 1995, pp. 183-184; Xiang 2017 Xiang , pp. 2243 Xiang -2244 . The pertinent scholarly pursuits have mainly been focused on better communication and more effective translation of "epistemically privileged" (Kidd 2015, p. 345) scientific theories and technological advancement to serve-"inform," "influence," and "improve"-practice (Palmer 2012, p. 6) . Besides "applied" branches in many established scientific fields (e.g., biology, ecology, geography, environmental science), these pursuits also come from relatively new and still emerging fields-actionable science (Palmer 2012) , knowledge brokering (Meyer 2010; Ward et al. 2009 ), landscape sustainability science (Wu 2013), planning support systems (Batty 2008; Brail 2008; Klosterman and Pettit 2005) , and translational ecology (Enquist et al. 2017; Schlesinger 2010; Wall et al. 2017) , to list just a few. It is noteworthy that people holding this perspective and doing translation research also include those who have only professional trainings (e.g., in architecture, design, landscape architecture, and planning). 17 The underlying "deep respect and humility" vis-à-vis practitioners and what they do (Van de Ven 2007, p. 6) are self-evident. "According to Aristotle, … [w]hile the moon will continue to orbit the earth and the eternal truths of the cosmos will continue to be true with or without scientists and philosophers to study and think about them, the amount and kinds of external goods necessary for living well will simply not exist without the technicians or technites (practitionersthe author)" who produce "useful things in a predictable and consistent manner." (Tabachnick 2013, pp. 40-41) The respect and humility nevertheless do not and should not necessarily disqualify the role of scholars in facilitating practitioners to advance practice. As American pragmatist John Dewey famously but implicitly puts it (1927, p. 207), "[t] he man who wears the shoe knows best that it pinches and where it pinches, even if the expert shoemaker is the best judge of how the trouble is to be remedied." 18 With the premise that what works does not necessarily mean works well-ethical or ethically good, and vice versa (Ackoff 1989, pp. 6-8) , the underlying idea here is to integrate pragmatism and pragmatic action with ethics (Forester 1999, p. xi) , and to blend ethics with knowledge implementation and impact research [i.e., knowledge I&I research, a key component of socio-ecological practice research (Xiang 2018a ), see also footnote 8]. Tellingly, according to Canadian political scientist David Tabachnick (2013, p. 32), the English word ethics is derived from Greek ethos (ēthikos) which "was originally used to describe the shared ancestral den or burrow of animals. In this sense, ethics is as much about upholding the long-established conventions of our forbearers as it is about making the right decision in the here and now." 19 This "ground theorizing" strategy is a departure from that of "armchair theorizing" which involves speculating how socio-ecological practice could or should be made more logical, efficient, and effective in a hypothetical context (de Neufville 1983, p. 35; Innes 1995, p. 183; Innes and Booher 2018, p. 29) . Through a critical and transdisciplinary lens, research under "ground theorizing" strategy pursues insights into questions arising from practice and practitioners do care about to serve (inform, influence, improve) their practice; on the other hand, drawing on the "from practice, for practice" research and with such pragmatic research instruments as grounded theory method (GTM) [For a recent and comprehensive account on GTM as a pragmatic research instrument, see Bryant (2017) , in particular, p. xii and p.xiv] and mixed methods, research under this strategy develops normative perspectives and ultimately builds good "beyond practice" theories (see strategy 6). For a classic and systematic account of the "ground theorizing" process in social practice research, see Mao (1937) . 20 Methodological pluralism is "the doctrine that, rather than slavish attachment to a limited number of scientific or research methods, a proliferation of methodologies and theories often pays off" (Collins Dictionary of Sociology, https ://searc h-credo refer ence-com.libra rylin k.uncc.edu/conte nt/entry /colli nssoc /metho dolog ical_plura lism/0, accessed January 17, 2019). The opposite is methodological monism, "the doctrine that there is, or even could be, a single formalized set of historically invariant, context insensitive methodological norms" (Kidd 2015, p. 345). 6. building theories of truth, beauty, fertility, and usefulness.
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Theoretical independence and interdependence
The status of ecopracticology as an independent field benefits from and contributes to an interdependent and reciprocal relationship it has with other and germane fields of scholarly inquiry. As illustrated in Fig. 1 , with a wide selection of intellectual lenses from these other fields which reside dispersively in branches of sciences and humanities (represented by the four quadrants), ecopracticology (the dashed donut ring) delves into socio-ecological practice (the shaded circle) for insights that not only serve the practice but also enrich research and education in these other fields of scholarly inquiry. 
A sine qua non for the gap closure
In particular, theories about socio-ecological practice ecopracticology builds through the fine-grained, evidence-based research (i.e., socio-ecological practice research, see subsection 1.3) are well positioned to support the persistent endeavors to close the long-bemoaned theory-practice gap in socio-ecological practice. 23 This prospect is promising and encouraging because without well-developed theories of practice, as many have come to realize, the gap closure is impossible.
24 Figure 2 provides an illustration.
A source of enlightenment and inspiration
The body of ecopracticological knowledge is an invaluable asset of the human beings. As a source of enlightenment and inspiration, it serves all members of the human society, in Theoretical independence and interdependence of ecopracticology (Other and pertinent fields that reside dispersively in branches of sciences and humanities include, but are not limited to, anthropology, architecture, biology, earth sciences, ecological esthetics, ecological engineering, ecology, environmental engineering, environmental ethics, environmental justice, environmental science, geographic information science, geography, geology, landscape architecture, planning, public health, public policy, sociology, sustainability science, and urban design. They should also include such emerging fields as actionable science, knowledge brokering, landscape sustainability science, planning support systems, and translational ecology) 21 For descriptions of these defining characteristics of a good theory, see footnote 2. 22 The illustrations in Figs. 1 and 2 are inspired in part by illustrations in Wilson (1998, pp. 9-10) . Inspirations also come from, respectively, Johnson's succinct account on the long period of knowledge consilience in human history (Johnson 1992, p. 543 , see the quote in the next footnote), Wilson' brief yet insightful review of human knowledge fragmentation (Wilson 1984, pp. 47-49) , and his reasoned optimism in the reinvigoration of knowledge consilience (Wilson 1998, pp. 266-298) . 23 Gap closure is a dream of many scholars and an enduring topic in the studies from across almost all fields of scholarly inquiry. Other names used include theory-practice divide, theory-practice distinction, knowledge-action gap, the void between theory and practice, rigor-relevance gap, research-practice gap, and translational gap. The gap exists for one or any combination of three reasons: The social systems of science and practice operate under different logics and use distinct forms of knowledge; they produce or acquire self-referential knowledge on their own; their communication under the prevalent Baconian linear model (Stokes 1997, p. 3, p. 10; Taleb 2012, p. 195) is one-way and difficult (Kieser and Leiner 2009, pp. 518-522; Sandberg and Tsoukas 2011, pp. 338-339; Taleb 2012, pp. 191-192, pp. 194-197; Van de Ven 2007, pp. 2-6) . It is not clear, though, exactly when the gap first appeared. Nevertheless, one may find relevant and illuminating the following observation British historian Paul Johnson made on the world history before and during ''the birth of the modern'' in early nineteenth century (Johnson 1992, p. 543 ; italic added by the author): ''Physics and chemistry, science and engineering, literature and philosophy, art and industrial design, theory and practice-all constituted a continuum of knowledge and skill, within which Footnote 23 (continued) men roamed freely. The notion of separate, compartmentalized 'disciplines,' later imposed by universities, did not yet exist.'' 24 " [T] he void (between theory and practice-the author) will not be filled until planning theory can make much more explicit what it is that practice is really about." (de Neufville 1983, p. 35) "[T] he theory-practice distinction vanishes when considering the actual practices of designers." (Melles 2008, p. 97 ) "[A] theory of the interdependence of social action processes and the biological and physical factors of their determination… is much more likely to be done successfully if the theory of action itself is well developed, so that the nature of articulation can be precisely formulated, …" (Parsons 1951, pp. 328-329) .
1 3 particular the younger generations. For students in academic and professional programs across different fields (see Fig. 1 ), its theories of particularity about "extremes," which draw on exemplars of good or even bad practice, are most likely to inspire them to enter and advance socio-ecological practice for the greater good. SEPR aims to cultivate and celebrate topnotch scholarship in Ecopracticology … across all four intertwining streams of scholarly inquiry-knowledge (co)production, transfer, implementation, and impact-with a focus on knowledge implementation and impact research (knowledge I&I research). 
People on the journey
If socio-ecological practice is a journey of a thousand miles, the study of socio-ecological practice may well be a journey of comparable length. For scholar-practitioners who had begun the journey long ago, the 2018 coinage and designation of ecopracticology (see footnote 3) are only an overdue formal recognition of their creative and meaningful research, and a belated due declaration of theoretical independence of the socio-ecological practice scholarship they had built. These ecopracticologists, may we call them now with great admiration, are among those who demonstrated a strong can-do spirit in scholarly pursuit with the blind faith that " [t] he moral imperative of humanism is the endeavor alone, whether successful or not, provided the effort is honorable and failure memorable." (Wilson 1998 , p. 7) They set a powerful example for all of us, whether already on the journey or just about to begin, to make a difference in the world, thoughtfully, through the honorable pursuit of ecopracticology.
